
October S8, 1938 

for Mr. Sargent:

The following suggestions are subnitted concerning 'MR«»" *.- California 
mentioned in Mr* btaack's letter of July 7, 1937:

San Gabriel Mountains

This aarie as provisionally used, on the advance sheets of the 
Mount iSffiaa, Acton, Kaverma, ^ws.rthout, I't. 3aclon . owoll, Crystal 
Lake, Waterman fountain, Alder Creek, Mount Gleason, Troll Canyon, 
Little I^junga, Camp Bfildy, Camp Uonita, ~ -o Canyon, 
lit* &ilaont Mt. Lowe, irver Canyon, and La v,^.1 ,^ . : uvi~*-^ Vj.».ww f conforms 
to the decision of October 5, 1927, as ^iven on page 666 of the Sixth 
Report, and may be used without a new decision und- B-13 of the 
"iitatenont for Guidance"* It would doubtless be "bt, ,   . .1 the exist­ 
ing decision were worded more definitely concerning the boundary of 
the mountains on the north, but I do not see that a restatement of 
the decision is essential for present needs, or *^ r>* «ny uncertainty 
or confusion is likely to arise.

Santa Clara HiTer and Soledad Canyon

It iihoul^ be rec \ tliat the name Santa Clar« v *iver applies 
to a water feature &..u .-oledad Canyon to a land form, and that the two 
raay t and doubt loss do, overlap* Both these names seeifi to be usable 
on one or another of the r£ujunga, a*n Fernando, c,anta Suaanet, Pirti, 
Santa Paula , Ifusnesse , ^ - - = -^ ^ - 1 ^t   l&mm , A e t on , '   a ve nna , Lang , Ffuraphreys t 
Saugoa, and Castiac qxi les, without decision under Rules B-19 and 
B-22 of the n3tateoent for- Guidance"* 1^ ivey doubtle ss 
has information as to those parts of the  .. -, ..; .,_ . Clara River 
where the character of the valley, or IOCM! usa^e, may nake it desirable 
to add the canyon name. If thore is conflict or uncertainty an to the 
application of either or both ruimea, then the Geological ourvey should 
submit a definite recomaendation for a decision or for decisions with 
eTidence in f?>vor of the decisions that it desires*

Canyon

It should be recognized the t the name _*?uiunr_a 'Crest is Tirc^- 
applicable to a water feature, and that t anga
-myon, and Tujurca ./aah are properly applicable to jUaci rcrn; rcaturcs,



and that two or more of these names nay be properly used on the 
aaiae map* The Geological Storey doubtless has adequate information 
as to i&ich of these names is justified by the character of the 
feature, or by local usage, at one or another place. If there is 
conflict or uncertainty ae to the application cf one or raore of the 
names, then the Geological Survey should submit a definite recommenda­ 
tion for a decision or for decisions ^rith evidence in favor thereof. 
Justification for thv use of the name Tujunga Canyon, without a new 
decision may be found in the existing decision of January 9, 1924, as 
giTen on page 771 of the sixth Keport. 'rho names Tujunga Creek, 
Tujuaga Valley, and rujunfia .'.'ash are perhaps usablo without new 
decisions under Hules B-19 and B-22 of the "Statement for Guidance* f 
but local usage of "Big Tujunga Canyon", "Big Tujunga Greek", and 
"Big Tujunga »ash* (?) mentioned in lir. Staack*e letter of July 7, 
1937, may inv lidate such use, and require decisions under Rulo A~6 
of the "Statenent for Guidance." r

San Antonio   ;eak (or !*oTmtain)

The decision of ?eb. 2, 1891, was on the question of the use of 
San Antonio as against Baldy, North Bald Peak, or Old Baldy* This 
decision, in tho form in which it ia printed in the 6th  ":ej>ort t seems 
to be adequate, except as to use of the generic term* According to 
present practice, the use of a descriptive term, such as mountain, in 
that part of the decision which follows the bold face name, is not 
regarded as requiring t^at the v?ord be used as the generic part of the 
map name. I believe that a revised decision is unnecessary*

San Antonio Bidpe (or Mountains)

The name San Antonio ridse, as applied to the ridge in the 3an 
Gabriel Mountains which extends west f io Peak to the 
7287-foot summit about 1 mile west of 1*-^ .^.^.^^i, seems to have 
been used only on th» advance sheets of the Camp Baldy enfl Camp Bonita 
quadrangles. I - that it is an unnecessary name, which can be 
omitted from the uu^^ved roaps, end that a formal fl^lslon- is not 
necessary.

The name 3an Antorio ?^ountains as r ecc. f!?, 
28, 29, and 31, T. 2 H., Ji. 7 ./., San ~.^~«..~~ ...-  .... ,  us to have 
been used only on the Cucamonde quadrangle* I believe this neiae is 
unnecessary and can be omitted from future editions without a formal 
decision*

The nume ~>an ..ntonic Lountaias, which the Geological Survey reports 
as having beon used on *er i ial county niap w for s. ridpe in T*3 H* f

IBPtRtL , ... «-m bo onitted from the Gcoloricnl Survey's raapa 
without formal decision.

If the Geological Survey desires to uso the naae 3an Antonio Ridge 
or ^an Antonio Mountains, as above, a request for decision should be



San Gabriel Mvar and tributaries

The name San Gabriel T?lver,as applied to ; n stream formed by 
the confluence of Prairie Fork with Vincent ' In sec. 16, T. 37?., 
H» 8 .Y«, and that flows southwesterly, partly aa intermittent drainage, 
to Alemitos Bay, may be used without decision un^3     » »-- -.3$ an{j 
B-2S of the "Statement for Guidance", - unless + 1 usage in favor 
of the name ff Gabriel 'iver" which the Geological Survey used 
on the "advane. ~, .. «~ -^.: the Mt, Baden "owell, Cr  -- - <- f ang Cnrap ^incon 
quadrangles. If there be such local user-o, then th ould be submitted 
for decision under jfule A-6 of the "Statement for Guidance." The use of the 
name East I-'orK Jan Gabriel river on the above cited "advance sheets" is not 
a "published usage", and in my opinion would not, in itself, require the 
submitting of the name for decision under '<ule 1-6.

The use of the nane ' «» '>briel Canyon for part of the vrlley of San 
Gabriel River, as on tl na quadrangle, may be pemissiblo, and perhaps 
may be justified, but 1 <j«liove that such had best b-:? avoided whenever 
possible. I suggest that na'ne be omitted, vision requested.

The nane North Fork O^ri Gabriel River as applied to the stream formed 
by the confluence of .^oldier and Coldbrook Creeks in sec. 5, T* 2 R« t B. 
9 «», is :.ppare,: My usawle without decision under ^ules 3-19 and B-22 
of the "Statement for Guideno«n , unless you have inforiMtior. as to other 
local usage.

The name ^ost Fork San Gabriel River as applied to the stream that 
heads near Red Box Gap, sec* 14, ?. 2 N., R. 12 ,/., should also be usable 
without decision under Hules B-19 aud B-22 of the "Statement for Guidance" 
unless there be contrary local usage*.

Mount

The decision of January 7, 1931, printed in the 6th Report, page 112, 
approving the above name, does not reject the name North Baldy Peak as 
applied to tho 9131-foot poalc in sec. 14, T« 3 11., 12. 9 ;?".', Los Angeles 
County, Calif, i'he purpose of the decision was to avoid duplication, and 
it should be assumed that "Not North Baldy" applies only to the peak thst 
was renamed, 'Jim Forest iiervice has continued to use the name North Baldy 
Peak for tho peak in aec. 14, T. 3 N., R. 9   ',, and other organizations nay 
also do so without a new decision.

In view of tlie above suggestions, you taay perhaps wlah to withdraw for clari 
fication the mther indefinite requests for decisions contained in Mr» Staackf s 
letter of July 7 f 1937, and to subn.lt new requests for decisions on those names 
that may asm. to require thenu

Secretary«


